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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments received 20 December 2005 regarding the rejection under 
35 U.S.C. § 112, 1 st paragraph, have been fully considered and are persuasive. Thus, 
the rejection of claims 1-13 for failing to comply with the enablement requirement has 
been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1 and 4-1 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being anticipated by 
Park (US 6,870,186). 

4. The applied reference has a common inventor with the instant application. 
Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) might be overcome 
either by a showing under 37 CFR 1 .132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in 
the reference was derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not the 
invention "by another," or by an appropriate showing under 37 CFR 1 .131 . 
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5. Regarding independent claim 1 , Figure 5 of Park shows an organic 
electroluminescent display device comprising first and second substrates (110, 130) 
having a plurality of sub-pixels defined thereon, the first and second substrates being 
spaced apart from and opposing each other; array element layer (120) on the first 
substrate, the array element layer having a plurality of thin film transistors (T) 
corresponding to each sub-pixel; a first electrode (132) on an inner side of the second 
substrate; an organic light-emitting layer (136) beneath the first electrode; a second 
electrode (138) corresponding to each sub-pixel beneath the organic light-emitting layer; 
a plurality of electrical connecting patterns (1 14) corresponding to each sub-pixel 
between the array element layer and the second electrode, the electrical connecting 
pattern being formed of material having a plastic deformation property (col. 8, In. 54-56); 
and a seal pattern (140) formed on one of the first and second substrates. The 
Examiner notes that Park discloses the shape and structure of the electrical connecting 
patterns may be varied to protect the organic electroluminescent diode from damage 
caused by pressure from the electrical connecting pattern when the first and second 
substrates are attached (col. 7, In. 46-50). Park also discloses the electrical connecting 
pattern are formed of conductive material having high ductility (col. 8, In. 54-56). Thus, 
since Park substantially teaches the identical structure to that of the claims in the instant 
application— in particular, connecting patterns having a plastic deformation property- 
Park teaches a height of the electrical connecting pattern being smaller than an original 

-height-of-the-electriGal-Gonneeting-pattern-measured-before-attachment-of-the-first-and~ 
second substrates (Also see MPEP § 21 12.01). 
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6. Regarding claim 4, Figure 1 1 of Park shows a protection electrode (440) between 
the second electrode and the electrical connecting pattern, wherein the protection 
electrode has a pattern structure corresponding to the second electrode. 

7. Regarding claim 5, Figure 1 1 of Park shows the electrical connecting pattern 
electrically connected to the second electrode via the protection electrode. 

8. Regarding claim 6, Figure 12 of Park shows a connecting electrode (514a) on the 
array element layer, wherein the connecting electrode is connected to the thin film 
transistor. 

9. Regarding claim 7, Figure 12 of Park shows the electrical connecting pattern 
(514b) electrically connected to the thin film transistor via the connecting electrode. 

1 0. Regarding claim 8, Figure 1 2 of Park shows the thin film transistor having a gate 
electrode (not labeled), a source electrode (not labeled), and a drain electrode (not 
labeled), and the connecting electrode (514a) connected to the drain electrode. 

1 1 . Regarding claim 9, Figure 12 of Park shows a connecting electrode (514a) on the 
array element layer, wherein the connecting electrode is connected to the thin film 
transistor. 

12. Regarding claim 10, Figure 12 of Park shows the electrical connecting pattern 
(514b) electrically connected to the thin film transistor via the connecting electrode. 

1 3. Regarding claim 1 1 , Figure 1 2 of Park shows the thin film transistor having a 
gate electrode (not labeled), a source electrode (not labeled), and a drain electrode (not 
-labeled), and4he-Gonneeting-eleetrode-(5i4a)-eonnected-to-the-drain-electrode: 
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14. Regarding claim 12, Figure 5 of Park shows the electrical connecting pattern 
formed on the array element layer. 

1 5. Regarding claim 1 3, Park discloses the organic electroluminescent display of 
Figure 5 as a top emission type (col. 7, In. 51-52). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

16. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences betweenthe subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

17. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

18. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over Park (US 
6,870,186). 

19. The applied reference has a_common -inventor-with-the-instant-applieationr 
Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art 
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only under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) might be overcome 
by: (1) a showing under 37 CFR 1 .132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in 
the reference was derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not an 
invention "by another"; (2) a showing of a date of invention for the claimed subject 
matter of the application which corresponds to subject matter disclosed but not claimed 
in the reference, prior to the effective U.S. filing date of the reference under 37 CFR 
1 .1 31 ; or (3) an oath or declaration under 37 CFR 1 .130 stating that the application and 
reference are currently owned by the same party and that the inventor named in the 
application is the prior inventor under 35 U.S.C. 104, together with a terminal disclaimer 
in accordance with 37 CFR 1 .321 (c). This rejection might also be overcome by showing 
that the reference is disqualified under 35 U.S.C. 103(c) as prior art in a rejection under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a). See MPEP § 706.02(l)(1) and § 706.02(l)(2). 

20. Regarding claim 2, Park teaches the limitations of independent claim 1 discussed 
earlier but fails to exemplify the height of the electrical connecting pattern being 
between 80-95% of the original height of the electrical connecting pattern measured 
before the attachment of the first and second substrates. Park does disclose the shape 
and structure of the electrical connecting patterns may be varied to protect the organic 
electroluminescent diode from damage caused by pressure from the electrical 
connecting pattern when the first and second substrates are attached (col. 7, In. 46-50). 

21 . Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
ihe.time thejnvention .was-made4o-provide4he-eleetrieal-eonnecting-pattern of Park with 
a height being between 80-95% of the original height of the electrical connecting 
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pattern measured before the attachment of the first and second substrates, since where 
the general conditions of a claim are disclosed in the prior art, it is not inventive to 
discover the optimum or workable ranges by routine experimentation (MPEP § 2144.05 
II). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

22. Claim 3 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

23. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: The prior art of record neither shows or suggests an organic electroluminescent 
display device comprising, in addition to other limitations of the claim, an electrical 
connecting pattern formed of conductive organic material. 
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Contact Information 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin Quarterman whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2461. The examiner can normally be reached on M-TH (7-5:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nimesh Patel can be reached on (571) 272-2457. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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